Comments on Lithostratigraphic and Stratotype Reports of the lUGS International Subcommission on Stratigraphic Classification
In the Circular No. 28 of the above-mentioned Subcommission the following comment by Prof. Dr. H. K. ERBEN, University of Bonn, has been published:
Dissenting comments on the basic philosophy so far adopted by the International Subcommission on Stratigraphic Classification
(1) The official introduction of three different and sepa rate classifications and terminologies wo uld lead to a fatal splitting of stratigraphy and may also lead to a very unfor tunate separation of the efforts of "biostratigraphers" and "1 i tho s t rat i g rap her s ".
Pronounced difference in language and organization inevitably leads to separa tion. Already there seems to be two tendencies indicated: Many mapping field ge ologists, engineering geologists, oil geologists, structural and other geologists engaged more in practical and routine work tend to overemphasize the importance of litho stratigraphy and sometimes avoid the biostratigraphical approach because of insuffi cient experience in paleontology. On the other hand, most paleontologists and strati graphers, caring more for the scientific reconstruction of the geological past, are con vinced of the importance of the biostratigraphical approach and sometimes may not sufficiently appreciate the rble of rocks. This already existing and undesirable sepa ration in tendencies should not be encouraged by the establishment of separate classi fications and terminologies.
(2) T h r e e s epa rat e cIa s s i f i cat ion sa n d t e r min 0 log i e s would create a terminological chaos and a disastrous con f u s ion con c ern i n g the mea n i n g and aim s 0 f s t rat i g rap h y.
Such splitting could encourage unwise demands for official acknowledgement of numerous other "stratigraphic" classifications: paleoclimatostratigraphical, paleo magnetostratigraphical, geochemostratigraphical, pedostratigraphical, mineralostrati graphical, ecostratigraphical, chronodiastrophostratigraphical, etc. This, of course, would lead any stratigraphical classification ad absurdum.
(3) The official introduction of these three classifica tions and terminologies is, in view of stratigraphical prac tic e, b y no m e a n s jus t i fie d. Non e 0 f the t h r e e "s t rat i g r aph i e s" co u 1 d ex i s ti n d e pen den t I y. The re i so n I yo n e aut hentic s t rat i g rap h y and i ti s i n d i vis i b 1 e. 
